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; REMARKS 

As noted above, the Applicants appreciate the Examiner's thorough examination of the 
subject application. 

Claims 1, 5-13, 26, 28, 29 and 33 remain in the application. Claims 2-4, 14-25, 27, 30-32 
and 34-36 have been cancelled. Claim 33 is original. Claims 5-13 and 28 have been previously 
presented. Claims 1, 26, and 29 are amended herein. No new matter has been added. 

In the Office Action mailed 06 February 2006, toe Examiner rejected claims 1, 5-13, 26, 28, 
29, and 33 on two statutory grounds, U.SLC. § .112 and 35 U.S.C. § 103, as described in further detail 
below. 

Applicants respectfully req uest reconatHefatioTi and fiiHW agination of the application 
based on the preceding amendments and the following remarks. 

■ i ' ■ 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. §112\ 

Concerning items 4-5 of the Oiffice Aption, claims 1, 5-13, 26, 28, 29, and 33 were rejected 
under 35U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph^ as failing to comply with the written description requirement. 
Specifically, the Examiner stated that iihe referenced claims contain subject matter that was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art 
that the inventors, at the time the application waslffled, had possession of the invention as claims 1, 
26, and29 included the Untitation"sp^er-iridep:endent." By the present amendment, claims 1, 26, 
and 29 have been amended to removes reference jto "speaker-independent," rendering the rejection 

moot. i • • I 

. j:. i •. i : 
Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. §103 

Concerning items 6-7 of the Office Action, claims 1, 5-13, 26, 28, 29, and 33 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable! over U.S. Patent No. 6,725,194 to Bartosik et al. 
("Bartosik") in view of U.S. Patent! No. 6,246;98} to Papineni et al. ("Papineni"). Applicants 
respectfully traverse this rejection arid isk for reconsideration for the following reasons. 
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One requirement for a rejection under 35 u|.S.C. § 103(a) is that the cited reference(s) teach 
or suggest all of the limitations of the claims aljissue. In this situation, the combination of Bartosik 
and Papineni fails to teach or suggest 1 all of tte limitations as recited in amended claim 1 (from 
which claims 5-13 depend), amended claim ^(frpm which clajm 28 depends), and amended claim 
29 (from which claim 33 depends). | ; 

• : .! \ ■ 

Representative of the independent claims in the subject application, amended claim 1 recites 
the following: j 

1. A speech recognition system^ comprising: 

a querying device for posing at least b ae qWy to a respondent over a telephone; 

a speech recognition device which reci|ives ian audio response from said respondent over the 
telephone and conducts a speech recbgnitio}i analysis of said audio response to automatically 
produce a corresponding text response; ! 

a storage device for recording and stor ng said audio response as it is received by said speech 

recognition device; | ! ; 

an accuracy determination device fbrs utotttaticaliy comparing said text response to a text set 



of expected responses and determining whethe 



expected responses, wherein said accutacv_ 



ieterminatioTi device is configured and arranged to 



determine whether said text response hWspnTids to one of said expected responses within a 



predetermined a^nragv confide n ce pbUetk and to flag-said audio response so as to produc ea 



flagged audio response for frrther review b4 a miman operator when said text response does not 



BST9? 1509499-1.037632.0045 



said text response corresponds to one of said 



within said predetermin ed accuracy confidence 



correspond to one of said expected respoi ses 
parameter ; and 

a human interface device for enabling said human Operator to hear said flagged audio 
response and review the corresponding text ri ssponse for the flagged audio response to determine the 
actual text response for the flagged audio res] )tmsi either by selecting from a predetermined list of 
text responses or typing the actual text respoi ise ifeno such match exists in the pre-determined list of 
text responses. 

[Emphasis added] 
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Amended claims 26 and 29 retite method lipptatiojpis similar to the system limitations recited 
in claim 1. 

In contrast, Bartosik teaches a ^ch recogmtibne^vice including spe^ 
arranged for recognizing text infbimat gmj flttl) coi*e^ voice information (AI) by 

evaluating the voice information (AI)an*laisf eec h;coefficient|indicat^ (SKI, PRI, SMI, WI), and 
including corre ^™ fnr rnrreoi in* the ■ -ecoefaized text information (RTT) end for producin g 

corrected text information (CIU and ^^edM^ for comparing the recognized 

text information (RTI) with the corrected; te|t information (pT) and for determining at least a 
correspondence indicator (CI) and the ^ustkignl^ns are prof ided for adjusting the stored speech 
coefficient indicator (SKI, PRI, SMlfWl) by evW^ing |only one of such text parts (P2) of the 
corrected text information (CTI) whofc <^rre^oi|enbe ixtdicafor (CI) has a minimum value (MW). 
{See Baitosik, e.g., Abstract) 

For the rejection, the Examine r sfated 1 hat ^ariosi^ teackes the emphasized portion of claim 1 
(above), citing Bartosik at col. e^linef il« and col; |9, lines jj-62. Applicants do not agree. 



jte»hin 



i^gihg of anjaudio response, and in contrast with 
Applicant's claimed systems andme^odjs b^hes| devic^ that functions as a dictating machine(coL 



4, lines 64-66. Bartosik instead relies; lipoh a 
determine erroneous recognitions: 



The recognized text mt 



by the text processing mi^nS 48 
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user rftgHinf> aH recopnized text infonnation to 



means 42 and stored in thplr^gnizet ^xtmiemory means 45 is then read out 



ion RTI recogniKecl by the speech recognition 



and, displayed on the monitor 4. The user 



recognizes that twn ^erfed ^i^oider!* and "Harrv" were recognized 



erroneously and he/she wbuifl Kltf to feor rect fee recognized text information 
RTL because of which! tifeai yerlactj^ es Wife the inpyt meatis 14 of the 



dictation micr n phmie 2 tne oMec^onimbd ^ofthe speech recognition device 



h(col. 8,; lines 6-15) [Emphasis added] 

*• : ■:" ■ * ■ ■ ! 

Bartosik, therefore, fails to sketch recognition systems and methods as claimed by the 
Applicants, e.g, including "whJreuJ if said accjuljicy determination device determines that said text 
response does not correspond toemtof swdexnected responses within a predetermined accuracy 



mi 



Hi' 



& 
o 

o 

1 

UJ 

CD 



08/07/06 MON 17:02 FAX 617 535 3869 



Serial No. 09/91 8/733 

Amdt. dated 07 August 2006 

Reply to Office Action of 06 Feb. 2006 



confidence parameter, said accuracy dc|^ |na tioiJ device $ags 
a flagged audio response for farther fe^i^f | ; by 



MCDERM0TT WILL & EMERY 



!! 



@1013 



said audio response so as to produce 



a human operator. 



The secondary reference, Papin|i^|ii &rf!§^ wktfa the Applicants 1 claimed systems 
and methods, is directed to a speedf*! :6giiitio|ai|l synthp includcs a natUnd 

language task-oriented dialog managfe j |^ 

and does not cure the deficiency !ncrt|^ous| : ^ fl^ik. For example, Papineni merely 
teaches that "hub 10 passes speech, lata -i the Seek recognizer 20 which in turns passes the 
recognized text hack to the hub, 
stating its invention focuses on j the 
recognizer or text-to-speech synthesizj|r^; 
teach or suggest the limitations o 
predetermined confidence parameter 



jh^ {jjiL |7, ljuhes #6-67. Papineni even goes as far as 
ag^r and script and not the described speech 
cdl 8 3 iines 12-18. Thus, Papineni doesnot 
jkgjj, flagging an audio response in the event a 



Consequently, the cited ciomt 
references are considered together oi ;se 
independent claims 1, 26, and 2?. ; ijjjsfl 
rejection of claims 1, 5-13, 26, 28, 2f 
rejection of claims 1,5-13, 26, 28, 2! H i 
and the claims allowed. 

Conclusion 

In view of the amendments aflfd 
all of the claims now pending 
respectfully request a Notice of Alio 



of SSrtdsifc! and Papineni (regardless of whether the 

:, fM : | ;!; •! 

I&iis tp ! teach or suggest all of the limitations of 
Papineni aie therefore an improper basis for a 
3& ukc '§ 103(a). Applicants request that the 
S.G. § 103(a) be removed, accordingly, 



Authorization is hereby giveij| 
1 . 1 3 6 or any other required fees iind/ $r | > I 




erejin, Applicants respectfully submit that 
^plication '-kre in condition for allowance, and 



e a!iihree4idnth extension of time under 37 C.F.R. § 
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